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Paragraph N~~wer: COrNnents~

...
110 - It is aood that th~ FCC has recoinized the faot that the
"Final Report' and Order fl issued in June of 1995 i5 not'. the "final
w,:>rd" on "Refarmins ll of the frequencies be.t-ween 150 MHz and l.l-70
Mhz. The proposal to lJse "market based t' incentives is an
excellent idea for the commercial frequer.lcies. but ,is completely
"out of place" in the sove.~1:'mlental and public safety frequencies.
Unless unlimited, unoncumbered funds are found and made available
from some pre~ently unknown scurce(s) to finance the research,
engineering, anc "PIJrcha.se costs" of f'requencies, many emall
public safety and governmental agencies will be left. at the mercy
of larger, better funded j l1r isdicti.ons or conmercial users.

The imposition of "user faes ll would be an inconvenienoe.
but, would be bearable if set'. at a rea.sona.ble level for "ALL tI

users with no exceptions. the cost for public safety and
goverrunental aaencie5 should be set at the cost of administration
and "NOTHINC MORE". The ·,_user fees could be set on a sliding
scale (Example: $100.00 for the first frequenoy or pair a.nd ten
percent more for eaoh a.dditional frequency or pair
($100.00/$110.00/$121.00/S133.10/$146.~1/eto.).

Exclusivity is a r.ice concept, but, would require an
inexhaustible. gigantic pool of frequ~ncie5 for governmental and
public safety users. It would also po~sibly encourage waalthiet'
juriedictions to acquire more frequencies than needed for later
resale (investments).

111 - The fact that the frequencies between 150 Mhz and 470 Mhz
are shared has been realized and accepted for many years. It is
because of the m~~y vari~d use3 and user~ that these frequencies
are ~o widely used. r do not knoW' of any user who has not heard
someone on "their" fre'lquency. Even with .11 of the "new"
channel~ it will not ba Ions before most of the channe15 are
"coneested" again.
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It would probably be ~\ch better it certain channe15 were
allotted to trunked. TDMA, and other forms of multiple user
schemes dnd certain channels were allotted to conventional users
operations.

112 - The "key" ·...,.ord in this paras;raph is "private".

113 - It the FCC intends to ?romote "entrepreuL'ship" or other
profit generating ventures, exclusivity with the right of rasale
would favor the wealthier users and "forsake lt the small U15er who
was forced to find a frequency ~o le~se or buy because all the
other usable ones were "taken". One factor that could be
introduced would be wider separation distances (varied by
terrain. antenna heiaht, and rf output) between users of the oame
channel and adjacent channel user!. this would enable wider
reuse with the pro1;ection gained from distance, t.errain, and
lower rf output. The rule:s governiIlg fftrunkina" also favor the
larler user to the detriment of the smal: user who ha5 fewer
unit~ over one who has m~ny. Also, the channel loading
requirements are L~po53~ble to meet for the small user who has
four or five unite {mobile and portable} in a ~mal1, ~parsely

populated area where con~ercial gystems are not economically
feCilsible.

11~ - A slidina scale of user ff!e:s as proposed in paraaraph one
hundred ten would encourage more efficient use as the ueer fee
would escalate as more channel~ wer~ requ~sted. The estimated
value of the spectrum is a aood "hypothetical value", but, it
wo~ld be dependent on. who were assigning the values {one persons
"junktl is another I s II tr<:asure" ) .

115 .. "Competitive Bidding" is aocd if you have "DEEP POCKETS",
otherwise it will be a "MONSTER" to deal with. the oosts of a
frequency or pair of f~equencies e&l be driven to an extremely
hi~h cost that i8 more than a small aa_ncy or community can
afford. Al~o, the ili~ome that will be derived from this type of
procedure is extremely hard to predict and even harder to
admini8ter. the marketplace is the place to deter,mine ~he cost
of property that i~ available for use in a business or for
resale, lease. or rental to an end user.
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116 - The FCC should be allowed to raise funds in
authori2ed manner that will benefit the cit.i2ens of
States who are responsible for the existence of the
are the consum&rs of the merchandise (radio
administered by it.

111 to 126 - It would be ideal if Public Safety and Governmental
users could be exempted from all user and administrative fees,
bu't, we shO\.lld pay our fair shat'e of any fee(s) assessed upon
spectJ.'um users.

! do not believe that Public Safety o~ GQvernmen~al users
should be 3ubjected ~o spectrum auctions. There is no way that
we \the public safety users) could be isolated from the prospect
of a greedy, well tunded entity procurina an exoessive (for their
use) number of frequencies. then leasina their use (at exorbitant
rates) to those who could not afford to buy their own. This
combined with lI~xclusivityfl could create an intolerable situation
in some areas.

The use of "l5pectruJtt eff1cient" technology and narrowband
width equipment should be mandated for all users at some future
date in fore5eeable future (July 01, 20001). The FCC should
strictly enforce t,he t.ype aoceptance criteria advocate, and
emphasize the US8 of the n~w technology at, the same time. If
users are not given a date by which time they will have to
convert to the new equipment, they will proorastinate forever.
there has alwaY3 been a r.eluctance on the part of a great many
smaller public safety and €overnmental users to convert to ne\ol8r.
more efficient equipment. There are several reasons, lack of
knowledge, lack of funds, and re~istance to change, The
exemption from or reduced user fees and exemption from spectrum
auctions should be ar'eat incentives for thl! conversion to the
new, more eff ic.i.ent e'1uipment. Usere sl"'.ould also be made aware
that the auctions and fees could be applied in the future if they
did not convert their ~qu~pment. the assianrnent of exclusive
channe15 could be comi::u.ned with the conver5ion to narrowband
e~~ipment for users of large or reiional communications systems
to allow many users TO T~ap the benefits of new, narrowband,
efficient communi-cations equipment.

The loadins requirement~ 3hould be va~ied as in paragraph
number one hundred twenty·~wo.

126 - The last statement in this paraaraph summarizes all my
concerns with auctions and exclusivity.
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121 The narrowband technology a3 specified in the t)p~

acceptance regulations as speoified i.n the Report and Order
adopted on June 15 and released on June 23, 1995, the narrowband
channels enumerated in the previously speoified report and order,
and proper lCiadinz CT'i te'ria (Paralraph 124) ~hould be the
~t&ndard of effi.ciency. If the equipment is properly designed
(in oompliance with the new technical reaulat.1on5), manufactured,
proirarnmed. installed, and operated properly it. should be the
tI~tate of the art" {at present).

128 - The fees for exclll~ive ~5e in the commercial sector should
be market based. The user fees in the Governmental and Public
Safety ~ectors should be governed by:

a. The number of juri5di.ctions involv~d.

b. The number of mobila radio3, portable radios. oontrol
stations. and pagers on the svstem(s}.

c. The siz.e of the area involved.

In other words. "The more unite and users. the lower the
fee(s)".

129 - Provisions "A" and /lB" could apply to all users and
provision "CII should only apply to commercial. users.

130 - This statement is basically true, but, the transition nrost
be made "lrld kept "a ffordable ll

•

~--------------_ .._---------------
13~ - 1- "" July 1. 2000.

2. = Area by area.
3. ;;;; Yes. it sufficient equipment is in use.
4,. .., No •
S. = See Paraaraph t127.

_._------_ ... _----------------------
132 - I am in aareement.

------------------------------_.-
133 - I am in aaremnent.

- - - - - - -- -- -- - - - - - - ... --- - - .- - - - ---- - .-



13~ - Commercial User should be able to lease or rent excess
capaoity for a profit. Governmental and Public safety Users
should be prohibited from renting, leasins, or selling exoess
capaoity.

135 • Those who lease, rent, sell, or propose to do any of the
above should be considered "COMMERCIAL USERS" and therefore
subjected to the rules and rsgulat.ions iovet.'nin& them. the
exemptions granted to public gafety and aovernmental users should
forfeited and any and all appropriate fees due ~ediately.

136 to 139 - See previous comment~ on Paragraph. 110.

l~O - See previous co~nents, P~ragraphs *111 to 1126.

1~1 to 1~3 - See previous comments. Paragraphs *110 and 1115.

1~~ - Applicable to Commerci~l Users only.

1~5 - Auction authority should be given and expanded, but, only
us.,d in reference to cOI1\.'l\ercial users (fol.' re:5ale I rental, lease,
etc.) .

1~6 I am in agreement with this. Public Safety and
Governmental Users should have all the presently available
frequencie~ or frequency pairs (in their assigned spectrum) dnd
all newly created frequencies or frequency paira created by 'the
"refarminjl" (in their assianed spec1:rurtll.

1~7 - This should be .~ pr~s.ntly done.

1,.8 Present users should have first.
frequencies and then any "new'· 1 icensee5.
services should be consolidated.

access to the "new"
The twenty or so radio
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The police, fire, emergenoy medical, looal &overnment, and
special emergency services should be consolidated into the
"Publi.c Safety Radio Se~ice". The frequenoies available for
"commercial use tI (res,:31e, rental, and lease etc.) :should be
consolidated into the "COII1II8rcial Radio Servioe". The
frequencies used by business for their own internal uses should
be consolidated into 1:.he "Induat.rial Radio Service". Any
frequencies freed up by the United States Government from it's
radio spectrum should be devided equally and added to the
appropriate radio services.
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